Appl.No. 09/991324 
Response dated 5/2 8/2011 
Reply to Office action of 1 1/8/2010 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1 18 - 127 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over U.S. 
Skidgel et al. (U.S. patent application publication No. 2002/0093678 Al) in view of Shneiderman (U.S. 
patent No. 7,010,751 B2) and Hamada et al. (U.S. patent No. 6,353,452 B 1). 

Per claim 1 18, on page 5 of the Office action Examiner states: 

"However, Shneiderman teaches wherein said identifying information comprises a user 
identifier of other users of said computer network in said image data (see column 9, line 
29 through column 10, line 14)." 

Applicant requests Examiner indicate more specifically where this is disclosed in Shneiderman, column 9, 

line 29 through column 10, line 14. Applicant emphasizes that Shneiderman does not disclose a 

mechanism for identifying, obtaining, or storing information about users of the system and consequently 

he could not disclose creating identifiers for any such users. Shneiderman solely discloses obtaining and 

storing information about objects (including people) appearing in images. Shneiderman clearly states that 

"information about the image aspects (for example, people, etc.) shown in the images of the Image 

Library is stored in an "Image Aspects Table" (column 9, lines 46 through 48). Thus, Shneiderman 

discloses assigning an identifier to entities in an image but does not disclose how those identifiers are 

comprised of user identifiers of other users of the system. 

Applicant acknowledges that Shneiderman does state that the "Image Aspects Table" (elsewhere 
referred to as the "People Table") "may optionally be extended to include personal or professional 
information such as... e-mail addresses for exporting the Image Library to others (emphasis added)" 
(Column 9, line 64 through column 10, line 1). However, Shneiderman expressly discloses the use of an 
email address for transmitting the Image Library. He does not disclose using such personal information 
as a means for obtaining and storing information about people using the system, nor as a means for 
creating or assign a unique user identifier to users of the system. Furthermore, an email alone would be 
insufficient to serve as a unique user identifier of other users of the system, since multiple users may 
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share one email or one user may have multiple email addresses. Without disclosing how users of the 
system can be identified and stored, Shneiderman does not teach how such information could be used to 
generate a unique user identifier to users of the system. 

Furthermore, it is not obvious how one might use such personal data to generate a unique user 

identifier for users of the system. Firstly, if an email address was used as the "PersonID", two users who 

share an email address could not both exist in the "People Table". Secondly, if this identifier was 

changed in one Library it is not obvious how this new updated value would also be updated in other 

Image Libraries. Consequently, a user could have multiple user identifiers across multiple Image 

Libraries. Thus the identifier would fail to uniquely identify the user in the system. Thirdly, if the 

common practice of assigning a random number to serve as the user identifier was employed, it is not 

obvious how these numbering systems could be kept in sync across multiple Image Libraries such that 

users have the same unique user identifiers across a plurality of Image Libraries. Without such a 

mechanism, users could have several user identifiers and none of them would uniquely identify the user. 

Shneiderman only discloses how records in the "People Table" might be shared but does not disclose how 

such complications in generating a unique user identifier would be overcome (column 12, lines 41 - 50): 

"Retyping the names that already exist in other libraries is very tedious and time- 
consuming job. Therefore, the software of the present invention supports a function to 
import the People (Image Aspects) Table from other libraries. The internal process of 
importing the People Table is similar to that of creating a new person repeatedly. The 
only (emphasis added) thing the software of the present invention should handle is 
checking and eliminating the duplication of a person name (emphasis added) " 

If, in fact, the "only thing" the system should do is prevent the "duplication of a person name" as is taught 

by Shneiderman, users could have, and would likely have, have a plurality of user identifiers. As such 

these user identifiers could not uniquely identify users of the system. This complication would render the 

system inoperable since data in the "Appearance Table" would refer to "PersonID" which are not present 

in the "People Table". These complications demonstrate that generating a unique user identifier from 

personal information in the "Peoples Table", as disclosed by Shneiderman, would not be obvious. 
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In summary, Shneiderman does not disclose how to obtain or store information about users of a 
system. Shneiderman does not disclose how personal information such as an email could be used to 
generate a unique user identifier for users of the system. Finally, it is not obvious how a unique user 
identifier for users of the system could be generated from any personal information such as email address 
stored in the "People Table". 

Additionally on claim 118, Examiner states that "Hamada et. al. teaches pulling information from 
a preexisting table such as a user's table rather than populating the list by the user (see column 7, lines 26- 
46)". As one skilled in the art, it is not obvious to Applicant how Hamada's teachings disclose this. 
Applicant request Examiner more clearly indicate where Hamada discloses this in column 7, lines 26 
through 46. Applicant would further indicate that the subject matter on which Hamada et. al. teaches is 
the generation of SQL database commands through a visual interface. More specifically, Hamada et. al. 
teaches a means to visually highlight which fields from a database tables maybe be joined as well as a 
means to prevent joins between incompatible data types. This subject matter is considerably different 
than the subject matter of sharing images within online communities. Applicant does not believe it is 
would be obvious for one skilled in Applicant's field to modify Shneiderman to include Hamada's 
teachings, when these separate teachings attempt to solve different problems in differing fields. 

Per claims 1 19 - 122, Applicant request they be reconsidered in light of the arguments above as 
they are depended on claim 118. 

Per claim 120, Examiner further states: 

"As to claim 120, Skidgel et al. as modified, teaches wherein said user identifier in said 
identification information obtained by said second computer from a user of said computer 
network is selected from a relationships between users of said computer network (see 
Skidgel et al., paragraphs 0033 and 0038; see Shneiderman, column 9, line 64 through 
column 10, line 7; and see Hamada et al., column 7, lines 26-46)." 

Applicant has reviewed all such references and finds no teaching regarding a user identifier being 
selected from data about relationship between separate users of the system. Further, Applicant finds no 
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teaching about storing information about relationships between users in these references. Applicant 
request Examiner specify where in those references such disclosures are made. 

Per claim 122, Shneiderman only discloses that 'The Images Aspects Table may optionally be 
extended to include personal or professional information such as... e-mail addresses for exporting the 
Image Library to other" (column 9 line 64 through column 10, line 1). This disclosure does not teach a 
triggering mechanism whereby the system sends an email notifying users that they have been identified in 
an image. Rather Shneiderman suggests an optional user -driven mechanism to send the entire Image 
Library over email. 

Per Claim 123, Applicant requests that Examiner reconsider the rejection in light of the argument 
set forth for Claim 1 18: Schneider does not teach where descriptive information is associate a user 
identifier because Shneiderman does not disclose storing information about users of the system. 
Applicant request Examiner reconsider Claims 124 - 127 in light of this same argument as they are 
dependent on Claim 123. 

Applicant further request Examiner to reconsider Claim 125 in light of the argument presented 
above for Claim 1 20: prior art does not disclose a user identifier being selected from data about 
relationship between separate users of the system. 

Applicant further requests Examiner to reconsider Claim 127 in light of the argument presented 
earlier for Claim 122: Shneiderman does not disclose mechanism by which the system would notify users 
via email. 

Response to Commercial Success argument rejections 

Examiner argues that "Skidgel et al. and Shneiderman clearly teaches [the "tagging"] feature" 
(page 1 1, paragraph 3, sentence 4 of the Office action). However, at the same time Examiner is rejecting 
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claims 1 18 - 127 based on 35 ILS.C. 103(a), rather than on § 102. In doing so, Examiner has already 
indicated that the Skidgel et. al. or Shneiderman do not disclose this. Thus the exhibits have been 
included to demonstrate that the commercial success argues non-obviousness. 

The exhibits submitted demonstrate the Commercial Success of systems which in Applicant's 
view implement claims 1 18 & 123. Most specifically, in Applicant's view, they practice capturing 
identifying information about users of the system which comprises an identifier for a user of the system . 
As Examiner cites a § 103 rejection, Applicant requests Examiner reconsider "obviousness" in light of the 
commercial success and adoption of present invention. 
Conclusion 

Applicant respectfully submits the claims as presented herein are patentable over the cited prior 
art and are therefore in condition for allowance. Should Examiner agree that the present invention is 
patentable material, but does not feel that the present claims are technically adequate, Applicant gratefully 
requests that the Examiner write acceptable claims pursuant to MPEP 707.07(j). Should Examiner not 
find existing arguments persuasive, Applicant further requests an Interview pursuant to MPEP 713 so that 
proposed amendments can be reviewed to insure that they do overcome the prior art and are in 
compl iance with 37 CFR §1.121. 
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